TOWARDS  A   DEMOCRATIC  REPUBLIC
responsibility, the Provisional Government timidly stood on
the defensive, tried to placate possible enemies, made the very
mistakes of its opponents. More boldness in policy, less fear
of its adversaries, would have strengthened its position in
every way.
Boldness of policy, however, was possible only if there
was real agreement as to principles, and the disunion which
had been fatal in the early thirties soon reappeared. Not only
was a deep chasm revealed between the " Socialist" and the
merely Republican elements (the Socialist forces were really
weak and could have been pacified by a clear social, though
not Socialist, programme), but it was soon apparent that the
democratic school, with all its enthusiasms, had no really
coherent political philosophy, no clear doctrine as to the
functions of the State, of what were the essentials and the non-
essentials of a democratic regime. It felt keenly, but had not
really thought enough.
The incoherence of Republican thought is best illustrated
in its handling of the question that ultimately proved the
undoing of the Republicans, the position of Louis Napoleon
Bonaparte. We have said nothing so far about the resurrection
of Bonapartism, one of the most baffling phenomena in the
history of political thought. Nor is this the place for the re-
telling of the story of the Napoleonic legend.1 No regime dis-
appears without leaving at least a handful of zealous partisans,
and during the Restoration period there were not a few who
hankered after the days of Empire: retired soldiers, lovers of
military success and of a " glorious " foreign policy, believers
in autocracy, not of Divine right irrespective of the qualities
of the sovereign, but of human might—i.e. of effectiveness
and real strength. It was impossible that a Louis XVIII. or a
Charles X. should not cause many to regret Napoleon I.
Bonapartism was bound to remain a purely dead creed,
however, as long as its actual representatives were first the
exiled Emperor himself, then his weakling son, an Austrian
archduke. But the death of the latter in 1832 brought about
1 See on this subject, Guerard's Reflexions on the Napoleonic Legend \
Simpson's The Rise of Louis Napoleon, and Fisher's Bonapartism.
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